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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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001227

Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes; U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14,1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy n m
P.O. Box 550 N2-36 -
Richland, WA 99352 49
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509)-373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381 .M 4-4-- /--4-'
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast -Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

Dlear ME Hughes*

I ixyuld like tz zubrftit a eop of my lettft &o ser= of ar' 0 7 Fr 0 J
Pena

which tells of my opposition to the proposed Fast Flux iest Facility. The Tri-

1 w-ty Agrement shoud bo; left aioo and the zlcan. up nno foar Hanford shr",Id

be tored to the job tor which it was intended.

Thank you

Sincerely,

Duane H. Freeborn
6675 SW Whistling Cburt

Beaverton, CR. 97008
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6675 SW Whistling Court
- - .~eaverton, CR. 97008

January 17, 1998

Mr. Federico Pena
Secretary of Energy
James Fbrrestal Building
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Pena:

I attended a public hearing January 14 about restarting the nuclear reactor in
Washington (state) as a test facility with option for tritium production. (Article
fro THE CREGONIAN enclosed.) It is appalling to me that such an idea has come this
far. I join the three hundred plus people who crowded the hearing zoom to voice their
concern-and justifiable anger about such a proposal.

As it now stands, Hanford is the "Chernoble of the Cblumbia" with contaminants on
the way to our grotdwater system. We need to clean up this wasteland, not add to
the pollutant stockpile. That over $30 million a ycar has been diverted fro this
crucially important job to keep this facility in "hot standby mode"is incompre-
hensible to me. It also sounds illegal.

At a time when we are beginning to reduce our nuclear weaponry, plans to produce
tritium flies in the face of sanity. The message it sends to the Russians does not
bode well for negotiations on the S'ART treaties, nor does it lend credence to
the problem of what to do with the nuclear waste already created when tritium
production would greatly add to that problem.

The botton line is that this plan is illogical, wasteful, and highly dangerous. I
urge you to shut this facility down, and do all you can to keep Hanford out of
the bomb business in the future. We need cleanup, not more plutonium in our be-
leaguered Northwest.

I look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Duane H. Freeborn
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

I don't know how the Clinton Administration nan he norsidering
re-building the war industry at Hanford. The nuclear arms race
to supposed to be aver.

Here in the Northwest wd do not want you people to re-start
the fass- flux reactor, which almost reachus melctdom every tim
it starts. We do not want to live with the danger of it. And
we don't want money spent on it when you apparently don't even
have sufnfcient funaing %o do tne rignt iand ao clean-up ob.

We do not want the Russians to think we're trying to re-start the
dis race.

Please forget fast flux--and use the money to get on with the
clean-up ua arndor. That is what we desperately need.

Sincerely,

Miy E. noiton
1061 SW Stephenson Ct
Portland, OR 97219
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Portland, January 14, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux -TestFacility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

001237

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting-
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland,.WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Eiergy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20,1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA- 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux. Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hearfrom you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381.
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux TestFacility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public M%eeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The TrI-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA, 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to.hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-938i
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux TestFacility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tr-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tni-Party Agreement Fast Fluxi T st Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tni-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tni-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy I
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

-Z z?12 . 0n-4 C !;' 4~~r 9A El '-

( /-2

Yr4 i'Vt, /7 , 1 S / 4



001258

Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Me'eting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tr-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381



14512 N.E. 173"d Street
Woodinyille, WA 98072
21 January,, 1998

Ernest J. Hughes,
U.S. Department of Energy
Richland, WA 99325

Dear Mr. Hughes:

I am attaching this letter to your Written Comment Form obtained at the Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF)
Public Comment Hearing in Seattle on 20 January, 1998.

I would like to qualify myself. I am not a political activist prone to protest. I am a retired Air Force
Officer with continued affiliations and interest in the Military; I have worked in the Civilian Aerospace
industry for'the past 19+ years; and I am a long-time casual environmentalist with memberships in a
variety of related organizations. I am also a solid taxpayer citizen and I try to keep abreast of a wide array
of Government activities that impact my interests.

I attended the Public meeting on 20 January with an open mind, carefully read pro and con FFTF
information available, and attentively listened to both "sides" of the issue. My response to your invitation
for comments is made only after thoughtful deliberation and consideration of the FFTF proposal under
study. I admit that my attitude is somewhat influenced by my apparent exposure to early Hanford
"downwind" radioactivity which has led to added information regarding past Governmental activity that
at the time was not open to public knowledge. Conversely, with 22 years of active duty as an Air Force
Pilot during the Cold War, I am also aware of the various challenges facing the United States, which
includes the necessity to maintain some level of nuclear weapon capabilities.

I hope the above comments serve to validate this input to you.

Mr. Hughes, in my opinion, there is absolutely no reasonable requirement to proceed with the effort to
modify (and subsequently delete) the FFTF transition milestones from the Tri-Party Agreement. The
requirement for Tritium is just not there; our nuclear arsenal will continue to be sufficient without
replenishing the supply of Tritium. We do not need to maintain that level of destructive capabilities. The
citizens of this State do not want Plutonium shipped to Hanford; we want Hanford cleaned-up and closed
down; not perpetuated for any reason including MOX fuel, etc. Finally, I agree completely with the
Activists opposing this issue; the requirement for Medical Isotopes is a "Smoke-screen." I am prone to
believing the Doctors and supporting their views with far more confidence than I have in the DOE
position that FFTF will provide a critical supply of Medical Isotopes.

This FFTF proposal has no grass-roots support. An overwhelming majority of the Citizens of the
Northwest would reject the modification of the Tri-Party Agreement if it were put to a vote. Please;
discourage the plan, to the full extent of your Office influence and capabilities. Let's really start thinking
of the future and clean-up Hanford completely, once and for all.

Very Sincerely,

Harold A. Solber

Copies to:
Gov. Gary Locke; Gov. John Kitzhaber Rep. Rick White; Sen. Slade Gorton; Sen. Patty Murray
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest 3. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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' Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Mteting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998
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The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

'Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Me'eting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Mbeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA. 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Moeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352 At em
(509) 373-9381

\pp ~ AIj LP% -1 M A, . /In rA5Y\f An n C

-'-L/ 'AS -T V

J("%n -I~r-A-A. 14oa- WA Cf

L I /) 'n W rnkl k9

11{§ Ik/ -4NLzt I(';44 , t 1.



001274
Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA .99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Ti-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public'Mbeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to th Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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001280

Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public.Megting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

StcSc4~Ctt t/c n~wtcn~cct~f o/

7 Ua- t=
00

e U qCt.fZ ~~%t&t7~

0 z ' t '1 '4;,

LOr-S;7- )79



Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public. Meeting

Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

001282

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility

Transition Milestones Public Meeting
Written Comment Form
Seattle, January 20, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test. Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest I Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy.
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, .WA 99352.
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxmTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeiing, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tr-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

00±310
00:131

OL'312
001313 J L t



001315 -O OI3a2.

001315
00131

0013r
001318

Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Ti-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest 3. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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'Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party

Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments

below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381 -
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

T ,1nnlA lirc to urge you not to support the exemption of the rPRm

reactor at Hanford from the TriParty Agreement.

Hanford, the most polluted nuclear site in the western hemisnherc,

should not be the site for more dangerous pollution. I do not

believe the citizens of eastern Washington should be subiected to

more risk of radioactive contamination. Exmepting the FFTF and

thereby diverting funds from clean up gives the public reason for

serious doubt that the additional waste will be dealt with appropriately.

Once the TPA is broken, the public's trust is lost. We have no guarantee

that the storage of radioactive waste from the new production will be

dealt with safely, with this past record.

I want my tax dollars to he applied to clean up efforts.

T am concerned for my family's safety. Prom everyfhi ng T hbre

read, there is a real risk of explosion. lakage. and rnntinnor waste

pollution. Radioactive wasci has already heen tetper'4-ol in i-ho ground-

water at Hanford, and will soon be in the Columbia River.

I have seen no convincing arguments that radioactive isotopc

production is necessary. I have, however, read numerous mediacal

testimonies to the contrary.. I am shocked ate the dishonest efforts

to deceive the citizens of the Tri-Cities into believing production

of more nuclear products will be an altruistic mission for them. It

is heartbreaking to see the federal government once again deceiving

the riti-renc of thi arpn 4 n4-n liFo-thrrnptnina ejn1,ion Haven't

the numerons cannpr virtimq alt-ostpr1 4-n onmugh qanrifi- from 4his

region of America?
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest . Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to: -

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FlurTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Richland, January 22, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written-comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352.
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux jest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

7tt .Doc C I?)

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381

It rr,x 9() Y\-)2 ,9 / ;\ 4,k

,A)Ca.A~A4A" 1A&A-/V/YT-

kz-- SMAt hA A M5 ' A , 6).n

. 0 ms-

A *fl\4

A" I-aDA2 5Ri-LLY

tA >



001344

Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flus Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998
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The Tn-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998
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The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Pubic Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tn-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA. 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Transition Milestones Public.Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998
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The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland,.WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast FluxTest Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Puliic Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Ti-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to. the Tri-Pany
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones PubIi5 Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA. 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tr-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting or send to:
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Fast Flux Test Facility
can aid cancer research

By LAUREL PIIPPO Another scientist tells me that Hutchimson
will not trat people over 60 with this

Cancer survivors, canr patients, their condition. I'm 69. That got my attention. How
friends and families will be intemsted in how do you suppose th , can e
bringing the Fast Flux Test Facility at Hanford you and save your life, but we won't for X
up to speed could have a positive effect in reasons because you're too old. Go home and
cancer treatment. die."

I am also writing my representatives in the As I said, this nt curd&9 _mnt
US. House and Senate, reminding them that a flto treatment wrth
dead constituent can't vote. Public and .con- is It's much easier on the patient than
gressional support can help save lives by mgery or chemotherapy or radiation. Isot
having FFTF in Richland produce tritium for affect primarily the cancer cells, not r
defense, which affects use of the reactor for parts of the body, as chemotherapy
developing nuclear medicine, specifically iso- radiation do.
topes for curing cancer. Scientists are beginning to use targeted

interest ispes for treating more solid tumors such as
.Mr rest _'98 thad canc those in colon, lung and breast cancer. That

1993. irst, morphea basal cllrcima, -MJiIJt.g3iisIOci-C
ic 1quired amputating a couple of chunks Segna tells me scientists have had 100

of my nose follqwd conin.cty percent success curing solid tumors in ani-
Iasit . ife threatening, but if you mals. Now they need to test the treatment

don t do som iyournosemrtsoff on humans, what Segna calls "proof of con-
sldj ical mastectomy followed by cept." It takes about $7 million a year for one

ix months of chemotherapy and breast human trial of about 30 people for just phase
reconstruction. Third, ung cancer, the lower one.
left lung lobe removed surgically followed by a ,Ti tre iiient is much lestraumatic than
series of three horrible vaccinations at Ottawa clienotherapy. Chemotherapy is as close to\
General Hospital in Canada to prevent a being in hell as I can imagine. Cancer patients
recurrence Fourth, two malignant lumps on will demand a kinder, gentler treatment I
my mastectomy scar, rmoved su Ifo hope never to be one of them again.
lowed by 35radiation treatments, aren't FFTF can be the central isotope producer

until the skin is so burned it bleeds I in the nation, because the Tri-Cities have the
abbiifj technology, the facility, the expertise and

- having cancer again, but sometimes I wonder rt community.
if or when the other shoe will dr. I hope th-iyI am a hospice volunteer. My
to be around to vote in the next election or current patient is dying of cancer of the colon.
two. Recently I attended a weekly meeting of

An important purpose in my life and volunteers, social workers, nurses, nurses'
perhaps a reason I'm still alive is trying to aides and doctors to go over the status of our
achieve less painful and more successful cures patients.
for cancer through convincing people it's a Five died of lung cancer and one of
feasible idea. leukemia the previous.week. Of those still alive

I've discussed cancer treatment with exec- but dying, 23 have cancer: four prostate; two
- utives and/tr scientists who are vorking on multiple myloma; three colon; seven, lung;

cancer treatments and cures by developi fine breast one recum one squmous
nuclear medicine - i sotopes - Advar 4  cancer one fallopian tube; one leukemia. Nine
Nuclear and Medical Systems, a ashington have non-cancerous diseases. The six already
state-based business interested In priva n deand 23 dying of cancer won't be voting in
Hinford's Fm. any

I don't have the technical expertise to Research proved isotopes can cure animals
explain how that could be done in connection of solid tumors. The "proof of concept" applied
with developing tritium for defense rposes. to curing humans needs to be proved, also. But

- Don Segna, director of a planning, it may never happen if you 'don't use your
ANMS, tells me 93 percent of cancer patients political influence to make the researcb
in the terminal stages for non-Hodgkin's possible. Help keep us voters alive.
lymphoma being treated by the Fred Hutchin- PS. My hospice colon cancer patient can't
son Cancer Research Center and the Univesi- vote. He died las weekend.
ty of Washington are showi long-term
- lete remission and poss a cure. We U Laurel Piippo lives in Richland. Soapbox

0 nee to get that in gene practice as soon as columns are submitted by Post-Intelligencp
possible. readers.
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux.Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tr-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux TestFacility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form

(47vtZ Fia ," z5FW
The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to: -

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381 -
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux-Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tn-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Pubic Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Ti-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written. comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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Tri-Party Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility
Transition Milestones Public Meeting

Written Comment Form
Hood River, February 12, 1998

The Tri-Parties would like to hear from you regarding the proposed changes to the Tri-Party
Agreement Fast Flux Test Facility Transition Milestones. Please provide your written comments
below and give to an agency representative at the public meeting, or send to:

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, A7-29
Richland, WA 99352
(509) 373-9381
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritiui for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.

NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY AND STATE
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility'
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.

NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY AND STATE
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operaze at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.

NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY AND STATE
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF. - -
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility

(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease

human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons rade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only

facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with

the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and

operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of

Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation

of FFTF.
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COMMlfUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy pro&ed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF. - -
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
lbcility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range ofuses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and

operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of

Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF. - -
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation

- - ofFFTF.
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MOOITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medicaI isotop-es-to-ease -.
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade piutomum.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF..
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be tsed to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to case
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF. -
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to-meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be uased to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that d'n start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPFRATJON OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is heeded for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFT.
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COMMvhUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique.and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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S- COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, t supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future bperati'on of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future'ok'ation of the Fast Flux Test Fadility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environrmeitally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future oprtion of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers stronglysupport the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.

NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY AND STATE

___, ___( __ , g 4gf,,Q- .& 674r P' f -4h d
/%scucAd r Ct ,dA 1/ C6 CJc /1Qs & (Ct4&P /)

, or tlCt . e.ti fis -20 HCMuRR V %T Riclcan4pg Sa

Lou, D. 'Tv wn Mb3 et CO tc- .XZxcI , .ACH lO LU SnS .

grr/e Sila 10f /& Qtt W uiv4- Aa e, Ok 3

)*cr$& A. TI F-E -)m RivrRsli?. - W-R lCHLANV WA 9q35

co ig-s -I I]Aunln-' F Pe.rcxcs' '5 /LP/'77', 7

&'7-- :37ZL1tV1 S k& 41J/ >A ? 975

L d qaL n+ev- 3S-6| [-/- 6& . K4.nxa/

1- p_ o. &oll Paw o A-tao

4- 43 &r .e-4.ir. S6 '-s- K 17s2

z - /VI') /M& ajn 2 A/ l zt/4 '3 S-.
L e4- 57qem Wa4rt,& kA1,S u/4 99,33

.2~



OI74'7 - 00 ('q

00174

00174S

001749

001750

001751

001752
01753
001754
001755
00175E
001757

001758
001750

0017G1
001762

001*763

0017G4

COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility

(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease

human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmertally friendly operation. We believe it is the only

facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with

the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and

operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of

Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation

of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmetally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). Ihis unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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- COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FF1'.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, tosupply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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- COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future iperation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be tised to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the futureotcation of the Fast Flux Test Facility.
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of tie Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide. range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmenially friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). 'Ihis unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be tised to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering; to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be tised to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritiuni for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only'
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPFR4TION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FETF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environnentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
ofFFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmentally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR OPERATION OF FFTF

We as concerned citizens and taxpayers strongly support the future operation of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF). This unique and irreplaceable national asset should be used to produce medical isotopes to ease
human suffering, to supply Tritium for national defense, and eliminate surplus weapons grade plutonium.

FFTF has an excellent history of safe and environmen\ally friendly operation. We believe it is the only
facility that can start up in time to meet the anticipated demand for isotopes in sufficient quantity and with
the purity that is needed for a wide range of uses. We also believe that FFTF would be able to restart and
operate at a very much lower cost than other proposed options. We strongly urge that the Department of
Energy proceed with the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the future operation
of FFTF.
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Friend, 7nesl
Please do not restart the Hanford nuclear reactor RiVersing the cleanup mission for'

Hanford would continue the diversion of money intended for cleanup at a time when
radioactive waste have been detected in groundwater, threatening the Columbia River and
its ecosystem. Even if the reactor only remains on "hot standby," it costs $32million a
year to maintain it - money that is supposed to be used for cleanup.

Putting Hanford back into nuclear bomb production business would create a new
radioactive waste stream at Hanford, compounding the threat to the ecosystem. 60 tons of
High Level Nuclear Waste is not the legacy I want to leave for my children.

My family does not want to seen more dangerous plutonium (33 metric tons) moved
to the fuel reactor.

Please do allow the poisoning of our ecosystems and communities that live
downwind and downstream of this reactor. Help protect our children from the cancer of
greed an the thyroid cancer that is sure to follow tritium production.

Sincerely Donald Fontenot RN
2230 SE Oak ST
Portland OR 97214-1636
503-232-0272
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Thursday, February 12, 1998

To Whom It May Concern:

My concerns regarding an upstart of any of the nuclear facilities at Hanford are based on the
following:

My grandfather worked at Hanford and lived in the Tri-city area for many years. My grandmother
died of pancreatic cancer. Several years ago a notice was circulated regarding people with
cancer who lived in that region during the same time period my grandparents lived there. I am
vague on the contents of this notice, it may have been a questionnaire and I do not know who
circulated it. I did not respond to it because I felt it would not bring my grandmother back. I am
sorry I did not pay better attention because at the time I felt her cancer was environment related.
During our childhood we spent a considerable amount of time in the Columbia. My own family
lived in that area for four years and an additional two at a nearby farming community.

I am a hairstylist and am not representing any one group. I have the chance to talk with many
people on many matters. It is the generally agreed that Hanford should remain closed and clean-
up continued. I spoke with a construction worker several years ago that was hired to do some
excavating on the Hanford reservation. He was promised there would not be any nuclear waste
involved. His crew unearthed some decayed and empty containers that were found to be
radioactive. The authorities had no record of anything being buried there. Maybe today we are
much more responsible about keeping records than then but what is it worth to create such lethal
poison? It can not be measured in dollars. It certainly was not worth my grandmother's life. No
we don't know that there was a connection, but we do know that it is very possible. So you may
say we must lose a few people in our effort toward progress? What about all of those people that
have been unknowingly contaminated due to "lost" containers of radioactive material? My family
owns a ski boat. My
kids love to wake-board and ski. I do not want them in the lower Columbia. We annually make
the trek to the cleaner upper Columbia for extended vacations where we live in the water. I was
told by a local Doctor that the incidence of prostrate cancer among men was notably higher from
the Tri-cities down. That was fifteen years ago. I doubt if the department that wants to
regenerate the facilities is also responsible for doing any studies of the damage done or being
done.

I am not against the use of nuclear energy. I am against the waste it creates and the lack of an
adequate way to dispose of it Will we cross that bridge when we come to it, or create more
temporary storage facilities? There has not been a safe method invented to deal with the waste
long-term. Our children are going to care as much about their children and so on, forever. It is
not our right to leave such a mess.

Thank you,

Respectfully,

Connie Riley
1380 N. Main Ave.
White Salmon, WA 98672
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Author: Eric Rehm <eric@equator.com> at -SMTPLink )OJZL9
Date: 1/21/98 8:27 AM
Priority: Normal -

Subject: Oppose any FFTF changes to TPA
-------------------------------------- Message Contents -------------------------------------

To whom it may concern,

I attended the Public Hearings on the proposed changes to
Hanford Tri-Party Agreement milestones for possible FFTF reactivation.

I want you to know that I've visited your web site and found nothing there
that changes my opposition to:

a) changes in the TPA milestones for FFTF
b) the overall mission of FFTF
c) the support of materials necessary for nuclear weapons production.

Your website continues to propagate the smokescreen of potential

medical benefits of FFTF activity, which is a disservice to the citizens
of this country. I find it incredible that you can "sell" FFTF as some sort

of "super fruit punch" (with statements such as ". FFTF isotopes have a high

'specific activity,' which packs a more powerful punch in treating the

disease").

As an Electrical Engineer (BSEE, MSEE), computer scientist (MSCS),
and a citizen, I find your manipulation of public opinion with so-called

scientific-
and technological facts extremely disconcerting.

You should know that I will continue my active opposition to any attempt

to change the plan to deactivate and dismantle FFTF, and my active

support of establishing new, aggressive milestones such that FFTF
deactivation is accountable to the public.

Sincerely,

Eric Rehm
Member Technical Staff

. Equator Technologies Inc.
520 Pike Street, Suite 900
Seattle, WA 98101

The opinions expressed herein are solely mine, and not necessarily those

of my employer.
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/&EC Tifi CITY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

901 N. Colorado, Kennewick, WA99336-7685 USA 1-800-TRI-CrrY 509-735-100 509-735-6609fax tridec@owtcom www.owtcom/tridec/

FAST FLUX TEST FACILITY
TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT TRANSITION MILESTONES

January 22, 1998

The following statement is submitted regarding the proposed deletion of Transition Milestones
from the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) which relate to the Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF).

The Tri-City Industrial Development Council (TRIDEC) is an organization of over 500 regional
members representing individuals, organizations, business, labor, and agencies having an interest
in the economic vitality of the Tri-Cities and the surrounding area. TRIDEC has been designated
as the one voice spokesman for the business community on Hanford issues by the Department of
Energy.

We are fully committed to the safe, economical, effective, and expeditious cleanup of the
Hanford site, so that utilization of the site for other purposes can be achieved. The cleanup
efforts must be accomplished in a safe and cost effective manner without further environmental
damage or exposure to the public. We are also fully aware of the pressures on the Department to
accomplish the cleanup of Hanford and other DOE sites expeditiously and in the most cost
effective manner. Current and anticipated federal budget constraints requires that the
Department explore all reasonable alternatives to accomplish the cleanup program in the most
cost effective manner within all the DOE sites.

The stated purpose of this hearing is to obtain public input regarding deletion of the FFTF related
milestones from the TPA. As a result of the Secretary of Energy's decision to suspend
deactivation and decommissioning of the FFTF pending a decision regarding the national policy
to provide for a new supply of tritium, the current TPA milestones are inappropriate and will not
be met. The Secretary's policy decision regarding the deferral of the FFTF deactivation is a
national policy issue and is beyond the scope of this hearing. Testimony at this hearing should
be focused on deletion of the milestones.

The Tri-City Industrial Development Council supports the deletion of the transition milestones
from the Tri-Party Agreement as proposed in the public notice of this hearing.

We also wish to respond to comments made by opponents at the previous hearings on this
subject.



TRITIUM SUPPLY

It is a matter of national policy that our nation will maintain a nuclear weapons capability. This
includes the supply of tritium as a component of these weapons. The issues related to providing
an adequate supply of tritium is currently being studied within the Departments of Energy and
Defense and the Congress. One alternative is to utilize the FFTF for an interim supply of tritium
until longer term sources of supply can be developed.

The Department of Energy's budget is zero sum limited. In other words, if a low cost, feasible
alternative such as the FFTF is not utilized, funding for the Environmental Cleanup Program
(Hanford's budget) could be severely compromised by funding requirements for other options
such as an accelerator are developed on a near term accelerated schedule. The accelerator will
have a much higher cost than the FFTF.

The national policy regarding a need for an additional supply of tritium or the need for a nuclear
weapons capability is not the subject of this hearing.

PUBLIC INPUT

Some of the testimony here tonight and at other locations has raised the need for public input and
discussion regarding safety, environmental and economic issues related to the use of the FFTF
for tritium production. We agree that there is a need for public input on these issues if a decision
is made by the Department of Energy to include the FFTF in the Environmental Impact
Statement regarding the selection of a source of supply for the tritium requirement. Currently a
decision has not been made whether the FFTE will be included as an alternative in the EIS. If it
is included, then there will be adequate opportunity for public review and comment on the issues
which have been raised. This hearing on the action to delete the inappropriate milestones from
the TPA is not a forum for public comment on these larger national policy issues.

REACTOR SAFETY

There have been a number of statements made raising questions regarding the safety of the
FFTF with tritium production cores. Most of these statements are either incorrect or have been
taken out of context from available DOE documentation. The fuel that would be used for tritium
production is a mixed oxide type of fuel which contains a mixture of plutonium and uranium.
The use of plutonium in the reactor fuel within proven technology limits would have the added
beneficial effect of reducing the amount of excess weapons plutonium which is to be disposed of
as part of the weapons material disposal program.

In the initial studies of the FFTF option, a wide range of alternatives and limiting cases were
studied including the Jason study in support of the independent evaluation of the FFTF which
was conducted by the National Academy of Science. The conclusion of the NAS panel was that
the FFTF could be safely operated in a tritium production mode at initial tritium production rates.
If the reactor were to be operated at the maximum tritium production level, there are a number of
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technology and safety issues which would need to be resolved before these higher production
levels are achieved.

The appropriate place to discuss these issues is in the EIS hearings where all pertinent
information regarding the issue is available, instead of utilizing misleading statements or the
extraction of limited or inapplicable information from a number of studies which do not
necessarily consider all applicable information.

MEDICAL ISOTOPES

The FFTF has the potential capability to produce a large number of potential medical isotopes,
many of which are not available from other sources. Operation of the FFTF on an interim tritium
production mission would provide the opportunity to develop, produce and test these isotopes for
potential beneficial applications. The medical isotope market will not at this time support
operation of the FFTF solely for this purpose. However, it is expected that the growth.of the
medical isotope market will over the next ten years will develop to the point that some of the cost
of operating the FFTF could be supported by this application.

A number of prominent nationally recognized medical researchers and practicing physicians have
stated on a number of occasions the need for the FFTF to supply these isotopes since they are not
available elsewhere. A recent letter to Secretary Pena signed by a number of prominent medical
researchers, Nobel laureates and the author of a National Institute of Medicine report on the
supply of medical isotopes strongly supported the restart of the FFTF for the production of
medical isotopes.

rFTF CAPABILITY

The FFTF is the most modem reactor within the Department of Energy complex. It was
developed originally as a test bed for the development of liquid metal reactor technology, fuels
and materials, and safety technology in support of the national liquid metal breeder reactor
program. The reactor was designed to meet all applicable safety requirements, and its design was
favorably reviewed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. During its operation from 1982 to
1992, it operated safely, efficiently, effectively, and without any significant problems or events.
It received international recognition as a safe, effective, with a high availability. The reactor still
has this capability to effectively accomplish both a tritium production and a medical isotope
production mission.

FUNDING ISSUES

It has been claimed that retention of the FFTF in a standby mode will require the diversion of
funds from the Hanford cleanup mission. Following the Secretarial decision to maintain the
reactor in a standby status pending the results of the EIS evaluation, responsibility for funding
the standby mission costs were transferred from the Environmental Management (Hanford
Cleanup) Budget to the Nuclear Technology Budget in FY-98. A review of the RL EM budget

3



proposal for FY-99 indicates an increase in the funding available for the cleanup program due to
the shift of FFTF standby costs out of the EM budget.

CLEANUP PROGRAM IMPACTS

Continuing to maintain the FFTF in a standby status will not result in any immediate change in
the reactor or the Hanford resources devoted to it. This will not impact the cleanup program. If
the reactor were to be utilized for a tritium production program, the cleanup program would
actually benefit by the assumption of a portion of the Hanford site overhead and infrastructure
costs by the new program.

The opponents of the FFTF have made a number of allegations regarding the environmental
impact of operation of the FFTF. Most of these are incorrect and result from a lack of
knowledge of the reactor. Some of these are summarized below.

* The FFTF is a closed loop liquid metal (sodium) cooled reactor. Waste heat from the reactor
is discharged to the air. There are no water cooling systems in the reactor.

* There will be no reprocessing of the reactor fuel, and operation of the reactor will not result
in any increase in the amount of waste materials to be disposed of. The spent fuel from the
FFTF, following cooling, will be dry stored in concrete and steel casks prior to offsite
shipment for final disposal. The processing of the tritium targets from the reactor following
irradiation will be performed at the Savannah River site. Obtaining the release of tritium
from the targets is a very complex and difficult process. The expected leakage of tritium
from the targets is an extremely low amount. There is not expected to be any significant
tritium release from the targets at Hanford prior to shipment off-site.

TRITIUM PROGRAM FUNDING

It is in the best interests of the Hanford cleanup program to support the use of the FFTF for a
tritium and medical isotope mission. There will be a tritium production mission initiated at some
location as a matter of national policy. The Department of Energy operates on a zero sum
budget. This means that any new mission such as tritium production must be funded out of
current budget levels. Alternatives to the use of the FFTF for this purpose are the use of civilian
commercial power reactors, which although the cheapest option is prohibited by law and national
-policy or the construction of a new production accelerator, probably at Savannah River. A new
accelerator requires unproven technology and has an ultimate program cost on the order of $1OB.
Initial funding requirements, on a non-accelerated schedule, will be approximately $1B per year.
The only source of funding for a program of this magnitude is from the Environmental Budget
which is currently inadequate to meet program commitments. Since Hanford receives
approximately twenty five percent of the EM budget, the initiation of an accelerator program
could have a potentially devastating impact on the Hanford cleanup program.

4



In order to provide a factual response to a number of the issues which have been raised in this
and other hearings, we request that the Department of Eneigy provide responses to the questions
regarding the FFTF which are contained in the attached supplement to this statement We
request that their responses to these questions be included in the record of this hearing.

Again, we wish to reiterate our support for deletion of the FFTF transition milestones from the
TPA.

Thank you for the opportunity to present the views of our organization on this subject

5



FTF Hearing Ouestions

Has there been any real interest in FFTF as a source of medical isotopes?

The Institute of Medicine report in 1994 recommended against restart of FFTF based on cost.
What has happened since that time to convince the chairman of that committee to change his
mind and support restart in 1997?

What is the plan for disposing of any waste generated by FFTF?

Is it safe to transport plutonium to Hanford for fuel for FFTF?

Can Pu be safely manufactured into mixed oxide fuel?

Does standby operation of FFTF divert efforts from the Hanford cleanup?

If the tritium mission goes to Savannah River, where does the $8 to 16 billion come from in
the DOE budget to build and test this unproven accelerator concept? Will the environmental
clean up budget be impacted?

Who will pay for the power plant to provide the electricity for the new accelerator? Is the cost
of a new power plant included in the program evaluation?

Which is the least expensive and most cost effective proposal for producing tritium

1) An accelerator
2) Light water reactors
2) FFTF

Have previous operations of FFTE shown that it can safely produce 1.5 kg per year of
tritium? Can the FFTF safely operate in a production mode?

What are the emissions from FFTF, how do they compare to an average nuclear power plant?

Why does defense program need new tritium? Are they going to produce new nuclear
weapons? Are there other alternative sources of supply for tritium that meet national security
requirements?

Is Hanford cleanup money being diverted from cleanup to maintain the FFTF in a stand-by
mode?
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COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET JIM McDERMOTF CHAIRMAN

COMrTE ON WAYS AND MEANS 7TH DISTRICT, WASHINGTON CONGRESSIONAL TA ORC ON
SUBSCOMMITTE ON TRADE INENTOALHVAD

CO-CHAIRMAN
AFRICA TRADE AND

Congres of tbt 1niteb btate% INVESTMENT CAUCUS

'IC. .o li...<.-j'C'..,CO-CHAIRMAN
0qotbt of xtpritt fi& t CONGRESSIONAL URBAN CAUCUS

Uafbington, 9C 20515

20 January 1998

I regret that previous commitments prevent my joining you in person this evening. Nonetheless, I

want to express to you my strong opposition to the proposal to restart the Fast Flux Testing

Facility at Hanford. We have struggled for years to achieve effective and thorough clean-up of

the Hanford site. Billions of taxpayer dollars have been invested in that effort and still we have

not reached our goal. Indeed, new problems emerge almost daily, and restarting the Fast Flux

Facility will exaggerate them.

Monies allocated for Hanford clean-up must be used for exactly that. Any other use violates the

Tri-Party Agreement and contradicts our commitment to protect our citizens and their

environment from the ravages of nuclear weapons production. Cleaning up the dangerous mess

that we have created at Hanford is our first priority and our first obligation.

It is estimated that reactivation would cost more than three billion dollars -- money that would be

drawn away from ongoing clean-up efforts because there are no funds lying around in government

coffers to pay for FFTF. Funding for many worthwhile programs from education to housing to

medical research is being cut or eliminated because we supposedly can't afford them. A huge

outlay to restart the Fast Flux Facility is simply indefensible.

Many alternative uses have been proposed for the Hanford facility that are consistent with the

original mission for the clean-up and economic development of the site. The US should lead the

effort to end the proliferation of nuclear weapons, by investing in human potential instead of

human destruction.

2349 RAYBURN BUILDING 1809 7TH AVENUE, SUrrE 1212
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-4707 SEATTLE, WA 98101-1399

(202) 225-3106 PRINTED ON 100% RECYCLED PAPER@ (206) 553-7170
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TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT CHANGES OF FFTF MILESTONES
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A BARGAIN COMPARED AT
ABOUT $425 MILLION
COMPARED TO A NEW
PARTIALLY DEVELQPED
ACCELERATOR AT' 3 BILLION

FFTF CAN PRODUCE 1.5
KILOGRAMS PER YEAR OF
TRITIUM WHILE ALSO
PRODUCING A VALUABLE
SUPPLY OF MEDICAL
ISOTOPES.

THEREFORE, LET US PUT
IT TO USE MAKING
TRITIUM SHORT TERM,
AND MEDICAL ISOTOPES|
LONG TERM.

Harold L. Anderson 1/22/1998 19:51 d:\nmrcvftftaacl

I SUPPORT THE POLITICIANS OF
WASHINGTON STATE IN BOTH
OLYMPIA AND WASHINGTON DC
WHERE THEY HAVE BEEN UNITED
SUPPORTING PRODUCTION
MEDICAL ISOTOPE LONG TERM.

4r
THANK YOU GOVERNOR LOCK
SENATORS GORTON AND
MURRAY, CONGRESSMAN
HASTINGS, NETHERCUTT, AND
MANY MORE DOWN TO THE
COUNTY AND CITY LEVELS.

4

42

)

a e 1 of 1



002194

Statement of the Oregon Office of Energy
on changes proposed to the Tri-PartyAgreement

concerning the Fast Flux Test Facility

January 13, 1998 - Hood River
January 14, 1998 -- Portland

We wish to thank the U.S. Department of Energy, the State of Washington and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency for agreeing to hold two meetings in Oregon on this important issue. The potential
restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility for nuclear weapons production is an issue of great concern to
Oregonians. Governor Kitzhaber opposes the restart of this facility for weapons production; members of
Congress from Oregon also oppose restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility for nuclear Weapons production.

Before addressing the specific issues which are the scope of this evening's hearing, let me give some
perspective on our position on the Fast Flux Test Facility itself. That perspective is essential to
adequately take into account the concerns of Oregonians in dealing with the issues which are the subject
of this hearing.

The primary mission at Hanford is and must continue to be management and cleanup of the existing
radioactive wastes at Hanford. The millions of gallons of high level liquid waste, the additional millions
of cubic yards of hazardous waste, transuranic waste and other radioactive waste at over eleven hundred
sites at Hanford present an enormous and complex challenge. We cannot allow a bad situation to become
worse. Creation of additional waste at Hanford by the production of more nuclear weapons material must
simply not be allowed to occur under any circumstances. We must maintain and increase the effort to
deal with the existing nuclear weapons wastes, not create more wastes.

We are also concerned about the safety considerations associated with running the Fast Flux Test Facility
for production of nuclear weapons material. The plant was designed as an experimental reactor, not as a
reactor operating to produce nuclear weapons material on a continuous basis. There are numerous safety
issues presented by use of the Fast Flux Test Facility for tritium production. For example, the operating
temperatures and pressures from full-scale tritium production may impact highly stressed areas of the
primary reactor vessel. There may also be adverse impacts caused by metallurgical changes to the
primary vessel, pipe and vessel weldments and to other internal reactor components from tritium
production.

In addition, while this facility was reviewed as an experimental reactor over twenty years ago by the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), it was not licensed by the NRC and was not reviewed for full-
scale tritium production as currently proposed. Given the age of this reactor and the changes needed to
enable it to produce tritium, we believe the Fast Flux Test Facility should not be restarted under any
circumstances without being licensed by the NRC and complying with NRC's construction, safety, and
operating standards. We frankly believe that it would be very difficult and expensive, if not impossible,
for the Fast Flux Test Facility to meet those standards.

Finally, there is the issue of diverting federal funds needed for cleanup at Hanford to weapons production.
Merely to keep the Fast Flux Test Facility in a standby mode is over $30 million a year. To give some
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perspective, that is more than the U.S. Department of Energy provides to all states in total each year for
states' energy conservation efforts. While different budgetcategorifs within USDOE may currently
separate funding of the Fast Flux Test Facility from the Hanford cleanup budget, the U.S. Department of
Energy ultimately has one total annual budget number. Funding for weapons production anywhere will
inevitably reduce the funding available for management and cleanup of the existing nuclear weapons
waste. We need less funding for nuclear weapons production, not more, especially at Hanford.

Let me next address a related issue that has been raised in the consideration of restart of this facility for
tritium production. Some have suggested that the Fast Flux Test Facility could be used to create medical
isotopes. A proposal to use the Fast Flux Test Facility solely for medical isotopes would deserve
evaluation as to cost and safety considerations and as to possible impact on the Hanford cleanup effort.
However, medical isotopes have not been proposed as the sole mission if the Fast Flux Test Facility is
restarted. The U.S. Department of Energy has made it clear that it will only restart the facility if it is used
for production of tritium for nuclear weapons. While the facility is considered for weapons production,
we must continue to oppose its restart for the reasons given previously.

I would like to turn now to the proposed changes to the Tri-Party Agreement which are the subject of this
hearing. The Fast Flux Test Facility is currently subject to milestones in the Tri-Party Agreement which
assume the facility will be decommissioned. Because the Secretary of Energy made a decision in January
1997 to suspend decommissioning activities and to keep the facility in a standby mode, the three parties to
the Hanford Tri-Party Agreement have proposed to delete certain milestones related to decommissioning.
The parties have also proposed that within 90 days of a decision by the Secretary of Energy not to use the
Fast Flux Test Facility for tritium production the U.S. Department of Energy's Richland Operations Office
will issue a draft change control request detailing a proposed set of transition milestones for the facility
with target dates. The parties also propose to complete negotiations on new transition milestones for the
Fast Flux Test Facility within six months of receipt of the change package.

We oppose maintaining the Fast Flux Test Facility in a standby mode so that it can be considered as an
option for yet more nuclear weapons production. The cost in excess of $30 million a year to keep this
facility as a nuclear weapons production "option" is unreasonable, when USDOE has inadequate funding
for needed cleanup work at Hanford and at other sites. The longer this facility is kept in a standby mode,
the more money is wasted that could go to cleaning up our existing radioactive wastes.

Given the fact that a decision has been made to keep this facility in a standby mode, the process proposed
by the parties to the Tri-Party Agreement is not unreasonable except for the amount of time involved.
Given the enormous cost to maintain this facility, the amount of time to reinstate milestones should be
minimized. Upon a determination by the Secretary that this facility will not be considered for weapons
production, the Tri-Party Agreement milestones should be reinstated immediately; negotiations for dates
to accompany those milestones should be completed within sixty days of the Secretary's decision.

Our proposed revisions to the suggested schedule could save as much as six months and $15 million in
money that would otherwise be wasted in maintaining this facility in a standby mode. This is $15 million
that is badly needed to deal with the existing wastes at Hanford. We call on the federal government to
make a decision quickly to rule out new weapons production at Hanford once and for all.
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I am Stephen Kaplan, a free-lance researcher and writer specializing in

environmental issues. Currently, I am working with Dr. Brian O'Leary, astrophysicist and

former Apollo Astronaut, to prepare a comprehensive survey of the latest developments

in research on new energy sources. In the course of this research, we have investigated

thoroughly the latest developments in research on low energy nuclear reactions

(sometimes referred to as cold fusion research). Despite some inaccurate press accounts

to the contrary, this field is very much alive. More than 200 laboratories in the United

States and elsewhere in the world have come up with findings confirming the validity of

the original Pons-Fleischmann research. Moreover, several companies have created

prototype units that can be purchased by scientists and others, and in the very near future,

commercial-scale units will be released to the public.

One of the serendipitous results of research on low-energy nuclear reactions is the

startling discovery that during the operation of these new energy processes transmutation

of elements occurs. Successful experiments have shown that it is even possible to reverse

the radioactivity of nuclear waste through these processes. This research is in the early
stages of development, and a full-fledged technology could be created with adequate

public and private investment. This presents us with the prospect that scientists can

provide us with a safer and far less costly way to handle nuclear waste than the

encapsulation and storage strategy currently advocated by the Department of Energy.

Out of this same stream of research has come experiments that indicate we can'

produce tritium through low energy nuclear reaction processes. The major study on

tritium production comes from the government's own Los Alamos laboratory. Other

studies have confirmed the positive results of this study.

Does it not make sense to investigate in greater depth the government's own

research on alternative methods of tritium production before resuming tritium production

through conventional means?

What if there is a less costly and safer way to produce tritium? Responsible

public officials will invest in research to come up with a solid answer to this question.

Members of the public concerned with nuclear safety will be watching to see if the
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Letter Concerning Alternative Approach to Tritium Production from Science Magazine

Agnew discusses scientific and political alternatives relating to an adequate supply of tritium in

the future. While in general, I support his analysis, I would like to point out an omission. There

is exploratory research now being pursued at the Los Alamos National Laboratories aimed at a

new source for future tritium. Briefly, verify small palladium wires (with diameters of 150 to 200

micrometers) are subjected to 2000 volts and 2.5 amperes in an atmosphere of deuterium at about

200 Torr (commonly referred to as glow or plasma discharge). Quantities of tritium are produced

over hundreds of hours in amounts equivalent to 10's of nanocuries. While these quantities are

f&r from the pounds of tritium ultimately required, the results are provocative. The substitution of

platinum for palladium providdes no tritium and when W# is substituted for'Htritium is

produced at a much reduced quantity, although above that of the noise level. Great care has been

taken to eliminate tritium from atmospheric pollution and metal containment. These experiments

are reproducible.

Gustave K. Kohn

198 Pine Lane,

Los Altos, CA 94022, USA

References

T.N. Clayton, D.D. Jackson. D.G. Tuggie, in preparation.(http://wwwde.esa..Ianl.gov/tritweb.html

5/7/96.
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Department of Energy takes this prudent approach, We vill be also calling upon our

elected officials to make sure the DOE behaves responsibly:

I am submitting four documents dealing with the research breakthroughs on low-

energy nuclear reactions. Two of them are memos prepared for the League of Women

Voters Nuclear Waste Project by two of the leading authorities in the new energy field,

Dr. Eugene Mallove, editor of Infinite Energy magazine and Dr. Hal Fox, editor of New

Energy News and the Journal of New Energy. The third is an article from

Inrwite Energy by Tom Claytor and other researchers at Los Alamos National

Laboratory concerning production of tritium from low voltage deuterium discharge on

palladium and other metals. The fourth is a letter sent to Science magazine by Gustave

K. Kohn, former Chevron scientist, regarding the work of Claytor et al at Los Alamos.
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------------------------------------ Message Contents ------

W ar Mr. Hughes: -

.1 attended the hearings at Seattle Center. I didn't speak there, so you
can't blame me for the distress that showed on your face. I know, you're
just following orders. But, you must see how monsterous this whole thing
is. I'm an engineer--retired now. And I didn't work on nuclear projects.
But I know how the program can become the cause. We either have it or we'll
lose our jobs.
But this is the United States. We have no need for more bomb material.
Even vast segments of the public can see that.

I don't know what you can do at your level, perhaps nothing. But stop this
thing at Hanford if you can. The clean-up has to move ahead.

Paul Meyer
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I am Stephen Kaplan, a free-lance researcher and writer specializing in

environmental issues. Currently, I am working with Dr. Brian O!Leary, astrophysicist and

former Apollo Astronaut, to prepare a comprehensive survey of the latest developments

in research on new energy sources. In the course of this research, we have investigated

thoroughly the latest developments in research on low energy nuclear rqactions

(sometimes referred to as cold fusion research). Despite some inaccurate press accounts

to the contrary, this field is very much alive. More than 200 laboratories in the United

States and elsewhere in the world have come up with findings confirming the validity of

the original Pons-Fleischmann research. Moreover, several companies have created

prototype units that can be purchased by scientists and others, and in the very near future,

commercial-scale units will be released to the public.

One of the serendipitous results of research on low-energy nuclear reactions is the-

startling discovery that during the operation of these new energy processes transmutation

of elements occurs. Successful experiments have shown that it is even possible to reverse

the radioactivity of nuclear waste through these processes. This research is in the early

stages of development, and a full-fledged technology could be created with adequate

public and private investment. This presents us with the prospect that scientists can

provide us with a safer and far less costly way to handle nuclear waste than the

encapsulation and storage strategy currently advocated by the Department of Energy.

Out of this same stream of research has come experiments that indicate we can

produce tritium through low energy nuclear reaction processes. The major study on

tritium production comes from the governments own Los Alamos laboratory. Other

studies have confirmed the positive results of this study.

Does it not make sense to investigate in greater depth the government's own

research on alternative methods of tritium production before resuming tritium production

through conventional means?

What if there is a less costly and safer way to produce tritium? Responsible

public officials will invest in research to come up with a solid answer to this question.

Members of the public concerned with nuclear safety will be watching to see if the
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Department of Energy takes this prudent approach. We will be also calling upon our

elected officials to make sure the DOE behaves responsibly.

I am submitting four documents dealing with the research breakthroughs on low-

energy nuclear reactions. Two of them are memos prepared for the League of Women

Voters Nuclear Waste Project by two of the leading authorities in the new energy field,

Dr. Eugene Mallove, editor of Infinite Energy magazine and Dr. Hal Fox, editor of New

Energy News and the Journal of New Energy. The third is an article from

Infinite Energy by Tom Claytor and other researchers at Los Alamos National

Laboratory concerning production of tritium from low voltage deuterium discharge on

palladium and other metals. The fourth is a letter sent to Science magazine by Gustave

K. Kohn, former Chevron scientist, regarding the work of Claytor et al at Los Alamos.
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COMMERCIAL COMPANIES WITH
NEW-ENERGY PRODUCTS -

The experimental work initiated by
Professors Pons and Fleischmann, first in
the U.S. and for several years in France
(with Japanese funding), has engendered
the following !ubsquent discoveries and
developments-

*BlackLIght Power in Pennsylvania is
developing an improved technology by
which hydrogen gas, a catalyst, and
nickel metal are used to produce high-
temperature thermal power. The shares
in this company have gone from $0.75 to
$1,200 per share. At least two electrical
power utility companies have invested in
this company.

-Jet Technology in Massachusetts
offers loW-energy nuclear reaction sys-
tems using light water and specially-pro-

_pard~acke~elctrdes-that -produce
frsom300% to 700% more energy out
tha6 energy input.

utly-November 1997 (#15 & #16)

LOW-ENERGY NUCLEAR REACTIONS
During the past three years, at least thir-

ty laboratories from various parts of the
world have discovered various methods by
which low-energy nuclear reactions are
produced. Previously, scientists have
worked on and could explain high-energy
nuclear reactions, such as In the core of
nuclear fission power plants, from the use
of high-energy particle beams, and from
hot fusion systems such as a Tokamak.
All of these nuclear processes are defined
as being high-energy nuclear reactions.

Low-energy nuclear reactions are pro-
duced and controlled by low-energy
means. For example, certain types of sys-
tems used to load hydrogen Isotopes into
selected metals have been shown to pro-
duce nuclear reactions. Voltages under
100 volts are used. Other systems pro-
duce high-density charge clusters (clus-
ters of predominantly electrons) and pro-
duce nuclear reactions on target metals.
Voltages ranging from .100 to 2,000 volts
are used to create the charge clusters.
These voltages are considered low-ener-
gy when compared to the million volts or
higher used in particle accelerators.or
compared with the high temperatures
usedI In various forms of plasma physics
(such as In the Tokamak). Most scientists
do not, as yet, accept the fact that nuclear
reactions can-be Initiated andicontrolled
using low energies.

- Piantelli an Italian inventor, has patent-
ed a device using special electromagnet-
ic features, hydrogen gas, -and selected
alloys to provide a high temperature,
thermal energy source. His work is being
funded by Fiat, the Italian automotive
company.

- James Patterson [at Clean Energy
Technologies], of Sarasota, Florida, has
several patents issued on a simple sys-
tem that produces complex nuclear reac-
tions and Is now being marketed for Initial
laboratory studies. In his laboratory,
Patterson Is working on the development
of a kilowatt unit (now operating for sev-
eral months) In which excess thermal
energy is produced continually.

- ENECO (located at the University of
Utah Research Park) has recently
announced a new Invention which is
expected to be developed Into commer-
cial thermal power units.

- The Cincinnati Group has invented,
developed, and is now offering its LENT-
1 (Low-Energy Nuclear Transmutation)
Kit with a money back guarantee that
the.user can produce nuclear reac-
tions If the directions are precisely
followed.

- Trenergy, Inc. (located at the University
of Utah Research Park) has contracted
to manufacture special power supplies
for the LENT-1 Kit and has replicated and
extended the low-energy nuclear reac-
tion results claimed by the Cincinnati
Group..

The above list is a sample of the many
companies that are involved, world-wide, in
the development and commercialization of
new-energy devices. Scientists from each
of these companies 'have presented
papers about their work at scientific con-
ferences and/or prepared papers for peer-
reviewed scientific journals. Some of such
technical papers, reporting on successful
results, have come from scientists working
in U.S. National Laboratories funded
through the DOE.

U.S. GOVERNMENT RECOGNITION OF
NEW ENERGY-

Officials of the Department of Energy are
advised by professional advisory panels,
boards, or committees. Such advisors are
most often selected from universities being
supported by DOE funds. With the estimat-
ed $20 billion previously -spent on hot
fusion projects, DOE advisors are most
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-often selected from this hot fusion commu.
nity of scholars. This Incestuous relation.
ship of "you fund us and we will advise
you who to fund:' has resulted in the offi.
cial denial of funds to most of the new
energy developments. A'university profes.
sor who has been supported by a multi.
million dollar hot fusion contract and who
becomes an advisor to DOE Is unlikely to
advise the government to fund a competi-
tive low-energy technology. There would
be very strong university pressure to con-
tinue in the development of hot fusioni
This combination of federal funds, appoint-
ment to advisory groups, and the pres.
sures for institutional funds on the advi-
sors, has resulted in scientists becoming
lobbyist with the following results:

- The Office of Patents and Trademarks
has been advised not to allow patents on
competitive technology.to hot fusion.

* Leaders of some professional societies
(such as the American Physical Society)
have lobbied to prevent major peer-
reviewed journals from publishing arti-
cles about competing technologies.

- Officials in Washington, without giving
names or affiliations, have called heads-
of physics and chemistry departments in
many major U.S. universities with the
message: "If you have so much as a
graduate student working on cold fusion,
you will receive no funds from
Washington!"

- Some .grant funds, previously open to
many varied technical approaches, have
specifically listed certain energy tech-
nologies as being unacceptable for fund-
ing.

- In one case, a DOE official had his
funds taken away and was transferred to
another DOE office because he stated
that he had funds for well-conceived
proposals for projects competitive to
hot fusion.
The strategy by opponents of low-energy

nuclear reactions has been effective. By
denying patents, denying government
funds, denying the ability to publish in
major journals, and having an official poli-
cy of the DOE that certain energy tech-
nologies do not function, new energy
developments have been stopped or cur-
tailed. There is almost no support by either
large American corporations or by major
U.S. universities for research and develop-
ment of low-energy nuclear reaction tech-
nology. The campaign against low-energy
nuclear reaction technology has been
effective -but has not -totally stopped
research and development activities in the
United States.



PANADIGM'SHIFT
There is also the problem of paradigm

shift-the process of giving up old and
cherished scientific models and develop-
innew models to explain new discover-

kis easier to deny new discoveries.
enial of the new has plagued inven-

tors and scientists such as Edison, the
Wright brothers, Goddard and his rockets,
Fermi and atomic energy, etc. However,
light bulbs light; airplanes fly; rocket ships
go to planets; and atomic energy creates
both bombs and power plants. Similarly,
scientific truth can only be fought, not
destroyed. Low energy nuclear reactions
survive now and will flourish later.
I The revolution in controllable nuclear
transmutation has begun. One of the most
important developments (electron clusters
used in plasma-injected transmutation)
has progressed without government
funds. Only three privately-funded, small
companies have been involved in the tech-
nology of plasma-injected transmutation
(PIT).

The PIT process provides for making
iighly-dynamic charge clusters of elec-
:rons (about 100 billion electrons in a
micron-sized toroid); attaching positive
ons (about 1 ion for every 100,000 to one
inillion electrons); accelerating the com-
)ined cluster in an electric field; and
mpacting the cluster onto selected tar-
: process can be accomplished in
> sure gases, at atmospheric pres-
ures, and in certain liquids using special
lectrodes. All three processes can pro-
uce controlled nuclear reactions.
Selecting various parameters (energy of

narge cluster, type of positive ion, accel-
rating potential, target material, etc.), it
as been shown that this new-energy
ichnology can provide the following four
,ocesses:
1. The eradication of radioactivity of
high-level radioactive wastes.
2. The development of clean, inexpen-
sive, essentially unlimited thermal
energy.
3. The production of some scarce ele-
ments from plentiful elements.
4. The design and construction of table-
:op particle accelerators.
The least-known part of this technology
the production of charge clusters.

)wever, five patents have issued for var-
is embodiments of.high-density charge
aster technology and at least three more
e pending. Given the fact that a typical
arge cluster of about 1 micron diameter
n be produced, and that it can be sur-
Jr ith a positive-ion plasma, the
St Wsical physics and should not be
athema to yesterday's scientists. The
famics of the charge cluster provide the
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stability of the combined charge cluster
(micro-mini ball lightning). The relatively
small number of:positive ions (1 per million
electrons) -means that the combined
charge cluster can be accelerated almost
the same as the electrons in a TV tube.
Thus, a 5,000 volt potential can a'celerat'
a combined charge cluster to about 0.1
speed of light. Protons, deuterons, or alpha
particles accelerated to this velocity pro-
duce nuclear reactions on target metals
(this is standard, classical physics).

By bombarding radioactive nuclei with
such charge clusters, the induced nuclear
reactions (primarily fissioning of the heav-
ier elements) result in a reduction (with
proper engineering, complete eradication
is possible) of harmful radiation.
Laboratory experiments -show a dramatic
reduction of, for example, thorium with rel-
atively short-lived increases in alpha, beta,
and gamma emissions (no neutrons
detected above background). The end
result is the transmutation of radioactive
thorium into smaller-mass elements with
the marked reduction of the naturally
radioactive thorium. It Is believed that this
technology can be developed to eradi-
cate the radioactivity In a variety of
high-level radioactive wastes, including
spent fuel pellets from commercial
nuclear power plants.

This new technology is expected to have
an enormous impact on the handling of
high-level radioactive wastes. An amount
of $250 billion has been estimated by DOE
officials for cleaning up over 150 weapons-
related sites in various parts of the U.S. An
estimated $50 billion will be required to
clean up the Hanford Site near Richland,
Washington. Another $9 billion is estimat-
ed to clean up the Idaho Nuclear
Engineering and Environmental site. This
new plasma-injected transmutation
technology should be able to reduce
these cleanup costs by billions of dol-
lars. Every kilogram of radioactive ele-
ments, fissioned into stable elements,
would result in saving the current estimat-
ed costs of geologic storage of $2,500 per
kilogram or year for over 10,000 yearsi Is
there any other technology that has the
potential of such an enormous return on
investment for a few million dollars of
development funds?

Our government spends billions of dol-
lars on perceived threats to the security of
this country and most of these threats
never happen. The combined threats of
global warming: polluted atmosphere from
power plants and transportation vehicles;
and a gradual decrease in the vitality of our
biosphere are real, contemporary, and
dangerous to our country and the
world. Is it not reasonable that we should
spend a small amount of government
funds on a new technology that is already
demonstrated to be a potential solution
to this real threat?

N "r - '

ABSTRACT

For the first time, the "free energy-
movement has been documented. Also
called "non-conventional' energy (coined
by George Hathaway in 1981) and recent-
ly *new" energy (by the Academy for New
Energy), the type of energy that is free to
use, without "usage" cost or "utility" cost, is
a dream that is held by millions of people.
Most still don't believe it is possible. That is
why this film was made: to convince the
public that free energy is real and the gen-
erators exist.

INTRODUCTION

In 1994, I was fortunate to attend a con-
ference in Nevada where I met Brenda
Roberts, the host of a Seattle cable TV
series called Journey. When we talked
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DOCUMENTARY ON
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Thomas Valone, M.A., RE.*
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The FFTF is a safe machine, as its operating record can attest. The operation of the
FFTF has never been a threat to the environment. The FFTF has a remaining useful
life of between 20 and 30 years. Recent clinical trials using radioisotopes have proven
very successful in treating forms of cancer and restenosis, and recent treatments of
bone cancer pain and prostate cancer using radioisotopes have also been very
successful. These trials and treatments point the way to cost reduction of treatment to
patients, and to the improved quality of human life after the treatments.

Some of these treatments and clinical trials have had to be stopped because of a lack
of supply of the needed radioisotopes. One of the conclusions of the Symposium here
in Richland last September was the lack of a steady and reliable source of isotopes.
As these trials move to the treatment stage, the FFTF will be needed to supply the
quantities and diverse types of radioisotopes that will be required after the trials have
moved to the treatment stage, and the demand for treatment from patients becomes
very large.

Further, the FFTF can be used to reduce the nation's supply excess weapons
plutonium. Also, the FFTF can be used to produce tritium to meet our treaty
obligations--if that becomes necessary. There is no more economical way to produce
this tritium--if it becomes necessary.

Therefore, the cleanup requirements and milestones in the Tri Party Agreement for the
FFTF should be deleted until such time as the end of lifetime of this facility has been
determined. At that time, the new requirements and milestones can be determined
and inserted into the Tri Party Agreement.

David H. Jones
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U.S. Department of Energy
825 Jadwin Avenue - ,
Richland, Washington 99352

January 22, 1998

Subject: Public Meeting - FFTF Transition Milestone Change

This letter contains my comments on the removal of the Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF)
from the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) milestones for the purpose of producing tritium and
medical isotopes.

I am a long time resident of Benton County, Washington, a Certified Safety Professional,
and a Registered Professional Engineer with over 20 years of consulting and operating
experience within the U.S. and foreign nuclear industries.

FFTF for Tritium Production

The U.S. Congress has assigned DOE the responsibility of providing sufficient quantities
of materials, such as tritium, to ensure the security of the U.S. As a citizen of the U.S., I
expect the Department to deliver on this responsibility. As a taxpayer, I also expect the
Department to provide these materials in a safe, timely, and cost-effective manner. Of the
alternatives offered for producing tritium, the use of the FFTF Facility is by far the best in
achieving these goals.

The DOE should clearly recognize that producing tritium in the most cost effective
manner will make available more resources for other programs, like environmental
restoration.

Medical Isotope Production

I have worked for a number of years in the medical isotope industry including production
of materials in small reactors, processing of radioisotopes in preparation for human use,
assisting in thousands of diagnostic and therapeutic procedures, and management of
medical isotope wastes. This basically covers all aspects of the industry. Throughout this
experience, I have recognized four indisputable facts.

* The industry is well regulated and hazards to workers and the public are very well
controlled

* Tens of thousands of U.S. citizens are alive and healthy today as a direct result of
using medical radioisotope procedures



* There is no reliable U.S. supplier for a number of medical isotopes

* The U.S. has only scratched the surface of the potential medical benefits these
materials could provide because of their restricted availability.

The FFTF Facility at Hanford is probably the best opportunity the United States has to
ensure a reliable supply of diagnostic, therapeutic, and research radioisotopes. In the time
period of ten to twenty years, the payback could be worth tens of millions of dollars. The
benefit of saving thousands of lives using medical radioisotopes is priceless.

The dual FFTE mission of tritium and medical radioisotope production is beneficial from
all aspects. Some examples are:

* Production of tritium in FFTF would help meet the U.S. strategic defense needs
during a projected shortfall

* Production of tritium in FFTF would be cost-effective when compared to spending
$10 to $15 Billion dollars on an unproven concept (i.e. accelerator)

* Production of tritium in FFTF would be cost-effective when compared to spending
billions of dollars purchasing a used commercial power reactor near the end of its
design life

0 Operating FFTF for these two missions would contribute to the plutonium
disposition program

* An initial tritium production mission would help the medical isotope production
mission become viable.

For these reasons, I encourage the Department of Energy to use the FFTF Facility in the
dual role of tritium production and medical radioisotope production. I further request the
decontamination and decommissioning activities associated with the FFTF be removed
from the Tri-Party Agreement milestones. Thank you.

Sincerely,

William N. Herrington III
70305 E 710 NE PR
Richland, Wa 99352

2
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9600 South Bank Drive
Roseburg, Oregon 97470-9482
(FAX-Phone 541/672-0932) D6f4mber 31, 1997

ERNEST HUGHES
U S DEPT of ENERGY
PO BOX 550 N2-36
RICHMOND WA 99352

Ref: 1) Letter, Peterson to Hughes Dated 12-18-97
2) Letter, DOE to Peterson dated 12-22-97

Dear Mr. Hughes:

In accordance with references 1 and 2, I wish to make a comment
for the public record regarding the FAST FLUX TEST FACILITY
currently being considered for delay of disassembly for
approximately 20 years. Facility location is Hanford Washington
and nuclear material which is planned for future production
in the facility will be Tritium for making atomic bombs.

There are many reasons that the facility must be disassembled
and destroyed, Following are several I believe are very
important:

Applicable Quotation: The DOE's Office of Defense Programs I 4YtvlV

says this plan is dangerous: "modifying a test reactor to / 4 /ImtY
the strength capacity as production machine ... places the e i
plant at risk" rn

The people of the United States are placed at risk of FAILURE
of the nuclear facility, and as a result severe personal and
national losses in liveslands and improvements would result
if contamination is widespread. this is intolerable and must
not exist.

The U.S. should be setting an example that we expect all the
other nations of the world to follow, that is the immediate
down sizing and elimination of nuclear weaponry manufacturing
potential worldwide.........

The United States must not create a new and aggressive stand
which will be emulated by others. I consider this an
incomprehensible action by the U.S.

Sincerely, Everett Peterson

CC: Secretary of Energy, Congressional representatives
G SMITH, R WYDON, P DeFAZIO
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WHnTMAN COLLEGE
Division of Humanities and Arts
Walla Walla, Washington 9 9361anuary 22, 1998

(509) 527-5248/FAX (509) 527-5039

Ernest J. Hughes, U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 N2-36
Richland, WA 9352

Dear Mr. Hughes:

I would like to urge you not to support the exemption of the FFTF
reactor at Hanford from the TriParty Agreement.

The already-dangerously polluted Hanford should not be the site
for more radioactive pollution.
Production of tritium would only subject the residents of
Washington state to more radioactive contamination.

Evidence is overwhelming that there is no need for additional
tritium production for warheads at this time; and it is unlikely
that it will be needed in the future. I think it is an
embarrassment for our country to be involved in more nuclear
weapons production at a time when we are rightly urging the rest
of the world to reduce theirs.

The overwhelming majority of physicians (including the Physicians
for Social Responsibility) indicate that there is no need for the
production of medical isotopes at Hanford.
I am a cancer patient, and would never ask that the welfare of my
children and wife and other residents of the NW be put at risk
for unnecessary research.

We need to stop using eastern Washington as a testing ground and
radioactive dump. It is an insult to accept the transportation
of additional plutonium, the waste of other facilities outside
this country, to our area.

I hope we can count on your support for the wellbeing of citizens
of Washington state.

Sincerely,

Dennis Cro0ett
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---- Message Contents ----------------------------------

W ear Mr. Hughes: --
I am writing to express my deep dismay over the proposed -use of the

Fast Flux Test Facility at Hanford for the purpose of producing-
tritium. This would be a clear return to the making of nuclear weapons
at Hanford ? after the Tri-Party Agreement guaranteed that Hanford?s
days as a weapons center were over. This is unacceptable.

I understand that some interested parties claim that the proposed use
of FFTF for making bombs would have a peaceful side effect, that of
creating medical isotopes. This week I attended the public hearing on
this issue at Seattle Center, where I heard the two heads of the U.W.?s
radiation research laboratory, the precise people who would be using
these isotopes, testify that there is no need for any new source of such
medical isotopes, either now or in the future.
The FFTF was not designed for the kind of production that it is now be
considered for. For the production of tritium, many tons of weapons
grade plutonium will have to be shipped into Washington state. We don?t
want it here, and I doubt whether the citizens of the states it will have
to pass through on its way here want it on their land, either, no matter
how fleetingly. We don?t need the bombs .that the proposed renewed
weapons program would create, we don?t need the increased pollution the
project would generate, and we don?t need the greatly increased risk of a
nuclear accident in an area where explosions seem to regularly blow the
roof off tanks of radioactive chemicals.

Sir, please keep to the letter of the law, and SHUT DOWN THE FFTP.
a Sincerely, David Thornbrugh
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Peace Action Opposes
Tritium Production at Hanford

Peace Action of Washington, formerly Washington State
SANE/FREEZE, represents more than 15,000 households in this
state, and is part of a nationwide network of Peace Action chapters
with a total membership of 60,000. We stand with other organizations
and individuals here and throughout the country in strong opposition
to the restart of Hanford's Fast Flux Text Facility for the production of
tritium, the gas that makes nuclear bombs into thermonuclear bombs
so that they may incinerate even larger populations.

We have been through this process before. We participated in good
faith by submitting testimonies and comments during the
development of the Department of Energy's Environmental Impact
Statement for Tritium Supply and Recycling. That document,
completed in October 1995, states that "Relying on the ability to
modify and operate Fast Flux Test Facility well into the middle of the
next century is not a reasonable alternative." READ YOUR OWN
REPORT.

In our view, the fact that the FFTF is again under consideration for a
nuclear bomb mission, years after the Department of Energy decided
to shut down the aging reactor permanently, is the result of the worst
brand of pork barrel politics. But this pork comes at the expense of
public safety and common sense.

Producing tritium at the FFTF would add to the vast amounts of
deadly radioactive and chemical waste already at Hanford. It would
entail transporting tons of weapons unusable plutonium into
Washington State where it would be converted into reactor fuel at the
previously unused, and, therefore, uncontaminated, Fuels and
Materials Examination Facility. It will complicate the already daunting
task for cleaning up the horrible environmental legacy left by decades
of nuclear weapons work at Hanford.

The Department of Energy made the right move in 1990 when it
changed Hanford's mission from nuclear production to environmental
restoration. We urge you to reject any policy that would divert focus
away from cleaning up the nightmarish mess at Hanford.
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The United States does not need a new tritium source. Tritium from nuclear
warheads being retired under the provisions of the Strategic Arms Reduction
Talks can be recycled into warheads remaining in the arsenal.

Last week, Russian President Boris Yeltsin renewed his call for Duma ratification
of the second START treaty. Russian ratification of START 11 would effectively
postpone the "need" for new tritium until at least 2011. Presidents Clinton and
Yeltsin already have committed to the framework for a START IlIl treaty that
would reduce the former Cold War adversaries' nuclear arsenals to roughly 2,000
strategic warheads each - delaying the "need" for new tritium even further into
the 2 1st Century.

The Congressional Budget Office in May 1.997 estimated that under one possible
START IlIl treaty, the United States could save up to $5.8 billion between 1998
and 2010 by deferring investments into a new source for tritium.

Again, I refer to the Department of Energy's Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement on Tritium Supply and Recycling:

"If the need for new tritium were significantly later than 2011, the Department
would not have a proposal for new tritium supply, and would not be preparing a
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for Tritium Supply and
Recycling." READ YOUR OWN REPORT.

Resuming tritium production now would send a strong signal to Russia and the
rest of the world that the United States plans on maintaining a HUGH nuclear
arsenal indefinitely. It is a move out of step with the growing international
momentum toward nuclear disarmament. From an environmental, economic and
national security standpoint, securing further progress.toward nuclear
disarmament makes more sense than seeking a new source of tritium, at
Hanford or anywhere.


